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The history of science as described by Mr. Parmelee himself does
not seem to support this view. "It must not be forgotten that
science is a comparatively recent factor in the Western world, and
might not very easily have developed at all." There was no socio-
logical law of the inevitability of science in the West. "The Greeks
in Asia Minor and the Hellenic peninsula, influenced from India,
Mesopotamian and Egyptian sources, made small beginning, and
then came a long interlude." India, if not Mesopotamia and Egypt,
is of the East, according to Mr. Parmelee. It may well be said, then,
that the West, unaided by the East, could not have developed
science! "The Roman Empire, somewhat like its great contemporary
the Chinese Empire, spread a political and military order through-
out the West. Its authority was highly centralized, so that it did not
foster a spirit of free research and investigation." This might be
held to justify the statement that neither in China nor in the West
was the development of science possible. "It was succeeded by the
Roman Church, which was and is the most centralized and institu-
tionalized religion in the world. Under its hierarchical rule there was
little freedom for independent thinking. It was largely responsible
for the gloomy centuries of the Dark and Middle Ages. Monastic
ideals and a static philosophy prevailed, and the universities existed
largely for the training of monks. The sort of contemplation and
meditation encouraged was hardly more fruitful than that of the
Indian yoga systems. For nearly two thousand years science was
nearly at a standstill, almost the only exceptions being a few contri-
butions from Arabic culture, which were the by-products, so to
speak, of the sudden and rapid spread of Islam. But no more than
Christianity did Islam contain the possibility of stimulating science
to develop to its full fruition" (ibid., p. 84-85). If, in spite of this,
science was possible in the West, is there any a priori reason to
suppose that a similar development was impossible in the East?

Or, is there some other explanation? Mr. Parmelee recognizes
the difficulty in answering the question. <elt is difficult enough to
explain why events take place in cultural evolution. It is often even
more difficult to explain why they did not happen. A complete and
conclusive explanation as to why science did not develop in the